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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter 
which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
It is unclear what the metes and bounds of, "raspberry effect," comprise. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-2 and 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Porthouse et al. 
US 2,269,223. 

Porthouse '223 teaches a cap for a beverage bottle, having a liquid passage, first portion (10) 
engageable with a user's mouth, bottle clamping portion (11), disclosed in col. 2, lines 29-30 as being 
formed of rubber or other elastic material, stop member (17), and pull tabs (14). 

4. Claims 1-2 and 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Goodson US 
2,443,560. 

Goodson '560 teaches a cap for a beverage bottle, having a liquid passage, first portion (15) 
engageable with a user's mouth, bottle clamping portion (19), disclosed in col. 1, lines 2-3 as being 
formed of rubber, stop member (25), and pull tabs (17). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

6. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porthouse et al. US 
2,269,223 in view of Heilborn US 2,388,915. 

Porthouse '223 does not teach a raspberry effect. 

Heilborn '915 teaches a raspberry effect on a nipple, teaching in col. 1, line 55 through col. 2, 
lines 1-4 the surface prevents undesirable slipping and provides the infant with a natural feeling of 
gripping with little effort. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Porthouse '223, providing the raspberry effect taught by Heilborn '915, 
motivated by the benefit of preventing undesirable slipping and providing the infant with a natural feeling 
of gripping with little effort. 

7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goodson US 2,443,560 in 
view of Heilborn US 2,388,91 5. 

Goodson '560 does not teach a raspberry effect. 

Heilborn '915 teaches a raspberry effect on a nipple, teaching in col. 1, line 55 through col. 2, 
lines 1-4 the surface prevents undesirable slipping and provides the infant with a natural feeling of 
gripping with little effort. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Goodson '560, providing the raspberry effect taught by Heilborn '915, 
motivated by the benefit of preventing undesirable slipping and providing the infant with a natural feeling 
of gripping with little effort. 
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8. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porthouse et al. US 
2,269,223 in view of Pancoast US 2,709,434. 

Porthouse '223 does not teach a bulbous terminal end with a plurality of ribs and a frustum 
portion extending from the ribs. 

Pancoast '434 teaches bulbous terminal end (3) with ribs (8) and (9), and a frustum (unlabeled; 
located below (9)), teaching the ribs serve to allow the nipple to bend. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Porthouse '223, providing it with the ribs (8) and (9) and frustum of Pancoast 
'434, motivated by the benefit of facilitating bending of the nipple. 

9. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goodson US 2,443,560 in 
view of Pancoast US 2,709,434. 

Goodson '560 does not teach a bulbous terminal end above a plurality of ribs. 

Pancoast '434 teaches bulbous terminal end (3) with ribs (8) and (9), and a frustum (unlabeled; 
located below (9)), teaching the ribs serve to allow the nipple to bend. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Goodson '560, providing it with the ribs (8) and (9) and frustum of Pancoast 
'434, motivated by the benefit of facilitating bending of the nipple. 

10. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porthouse et al. US 
2,269,223 in view of Velonis etal. US 3,394,018. 

Porthouse '223 does not teach a bulbous terminal end above a plurality of ribs. 

Velonis '018 teaches a bulbous terminal nipple end (40), with a plurality of ribs (42), teaching in 
col. 4, liens 19-27 the ribs allow the nipple to be freely pivoted, so that it can move without impeding the 
flow of liquid. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Porthouse '223, providing the bulbous terminal end and ribs as taught by 
Velonis '018, motivated by the benefit of allowing the nipple to pivot without impeding the flow of liquid. 

1 1 . Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Goodson US 2,443,560 
in view of Velonis et al. US 3,394,01 8. 

Goodson '560 does not teach a bulbous terminal end above a plurality of ribs. 

Velonis '018 teaches a bulbous terminal nipple end (40), with a plurality of ribs (42), teaching in 
col. 4, liens 19-27 the ribs allow the nipple to be freely pivoted, so that it can move without impeding the 
flow of liquid. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Goodson '560, providing the bulbous terminal end and ribs as taught by 
Velonis '018, motivated by the benefit of allowing the nipple to pivot without impeding the flow of liquid. 

12. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porthouse et al. US 
2,269,223 in view of Klag US 5,190,174. 

Porthouse '223 does not teach a bellows located below the terminal end and a frustum portion. 
Klag '174 teaches a teat for a bottle, comprising a bellows (20) enabling bending and flexing of 
the nipple. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Porthouse '223, providing the bellows taught by Klag '174, motivated by the 
benefit of enabling the nipple to bend and flex. 

13. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goodson US 
2,443,560 in view of Klag US 5,190,174. 

Goodson '560 does not teach a bellows located below the terminal end and a frustum portion. 
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Klag "174 teaches a teat for a bottle, comprising a bellows (20) enabling bending and flexing of 
the nipple. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Goodson '560, providing the bellows taught by Klag '174, motivated by the 
benefit of enabling the nipple to bend and flex. 

14. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porthouse et al. US 
2,269,223 in view of Klag US 5,190,174, as applied above to claim 7, and in further view of Condon US 
2,174,361. 

Porthouse '223, as modified, does not disclose a plurality of apertures. 

Condon '361 , fig. 4, teaches a plurality of apertures, disclosing in col. 4, lines 8-1 1 the structure is 
designed to compare with that of the human breast nipple. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Porthouse '223, providing a plurality of apertures as taught by Condon *361 , 
motivated by the benefit of replicating the structure of a human breast nipple. 

15. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goodson US 2,443,560 in 
view of Klag US 5,190,174, as applied above to claim 7, and in further view of Condon US 2,174,361. 

Goodson '560, as modified, does not disclose a plurality of apertures. 

Condon '361, fig. 4, teaches a plurality of apertures, disclosing in col. 4, lines 8-11 the structure is 
designed to compare with that of the human breast nipple. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Goodson '560, providing a plurality of apertures as taught by Condon '361 , 
motivated by the benefit of replicating the structure of a human breast nipple. 
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16. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porthouse et al. US 
2,269,223 in view of Klag US 5,190,174, as applied above to claim 7, and in further view of Tupper US 
2,816,548. 

Porthouse '223 does not teach tapering faces separated by curved walls creating an 
approximately ovular cross section. 

Tupper '548 teaches a nipple comprising first and second tapering faces (21) separated by 
curved walls (24), creating an approximately ovular cross section. The shape fits the contours and shape 
of the human mouth, providing an comfortable drinking spout. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Porthouse '223, forming it with tapering faces separated by curved walls 
creating an approximately ovular cross section, as taught by Tupper '548, motivated by the benefit of 
providing a comfortable drinking spout that fits the contours and shape of a human mouth. 

17. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goodson US 2,443,560 
in view of Klag US 5,190,174, as applied above to claim 7, and in further view of Tupper US 2,816,548. 

Goodson '560 does not teach tapering faces separated by curved walls creating an approximately 
ovular cross section. 

Tupper '548 teaches a nipple comprising first and second tapering faces (21 ) separated by 
curved walls (24), creating an approximately ovular cross section. The shape fits the contours and shape 
of the human mouth, providing an comfortable drinking spout. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the nipple of Goodson '560, forming it with tapering faces separated by curved walls 
creating an approximately ovular cross section, as taught by Tupper '548, motivated by the benefit of 
providing a comfortable drinking spout that fits the contours and shape of a human mouth. 
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Conclusion 

18. prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 
US Des. 384,748 US 2,693,187 

US 4,428,498 US 1,541,330 

US 2,805,663 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to James N Smalley whose telephone number is (703) 605-4670. The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-Th 9-7:30, Alternate Fri 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Lee 
Young can be reached on (703) 308-2572. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

jns 



Stephen ICCwnbi 
Primary Examiner 



